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Concomitant with the filing of a Notice of App eal in the instant matter, Applicant lequests a review of 
the legal and Actual bases set forth in the June 14, 2006 final re^ectic^ of the above-identified ^yplication by a 
panel of examiners under the Pre-i^eal Brief ConJference Pilot Program. Arguments in siqjport of this 
request are set fonh bdow. No amendments to the claims are being submitted with this request. 



Claims 34-88 are currently pending in the instant s^lication. Claims 3448 are rejected mider 35 
U.S.C. §103(a) as bdngui^atentablc ovcrU.S. Patent No. 5,940>776 (Baron <i aL)(hereinafter, *'Baron*') in 
view of U.S. Patent No. 6^75,774 (Baron Sr. et aLXheremafter, **Baron Sr.*'). Claims 46-83 arc rejected m 
view of these patents and various Official Notices claimed by the Examiner. 

n. Neither Cited Reference Teaches onSnmests a PortaMt^ lyionitoring Station Located at Each of 
the Plurality of Geographic Locations ofApj3ilicaiit^sJIH« ™«^ f fiv<> ntiQn (Clajj ^g "^d^M} 

A, Jjx Neittier Reference is the Purported Monitoring Station "Portable" 

In response to Applicant's last Response IncludinirAmendittent dated March 14, 2006, die Examiner 
modified his rgection, now setting forth that host oonq)Uter 16, weather data sources 1 8, and local sensor pack 
57 taught by Baron are equivalent to Applicant's **portable momtoring station," *Hhe monitoring station 
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mcluding, means few sensing the weather parameters," '^generating weather parameter signals represeating the 
weather parameters," and **means for transmitting the weather parameter signals jSrom the monitoring station." 
{Office Action dated June 14, 2006, p, 3)^ The Examiner argues that as "[c]on:?mters are inherently portable; 
coxisequently host computer is 16 portable." {I<L at p. 4). However, independent claims 34, 61, and 75 (and the 
remainder of the pending claims by their dependency) set forth that the portable monitoring station of 
Applicant's invention includes each of the **meai^ for sensing the weather parameters," "generating weather 
parameter signals representing the weather parameters," and "means for transmitting the weather paramet^ 
signals from the monitoring station." Thus, lining the Examinet^s argument that host COTOputer 16, weather 
data sources 18, and local sensor pack 57 in toto con5>rise an equivalent to Applicant's **monitoring station," 
all of these aforementioned elements and limitations - not jxxst host conqjuter 1 6 - must be portable. Clearly, 
by tbemselveSf each/all of weather data sources 1 8 are not intended as so, as indicated in Baron {see, e,g,, Col 
5, lines 30-41)(showmg, e.g., ladar and satellite dishes) and as referenced by the Examiner himself. (Office 
Action dated June 14, 2006^, p, 3), Thus, host comg^uter 16> weaiflier data sources 18, and local sensorpack 57 
cannot be deemed to be a ^rtable"* monitoring station. As this limitation is not tai^t or suggested by either 
reference, a prima facie case of obviousness cannot stanKL 

In Neither Refei^nce is the Puipoited Monitoring Station 
Geogrsqkhic Locations, and the Examiner Does not Provide Sufficient Support for Such 
Teacliing/Sagg^on 

The Examiner admits that Ban3n does not teach monitoring stations at each of a plurality of 
geogrq>hic that are capable of sensing the weather parameters prevailing at each of a plurality of geogr£q[>hic 
locations, generating weath^ param^er signals rq>resenting (he weather parameters, and transnoitting the 
weather parameter signals from the monitoiing station. Instead^ he states that Baion Sr. provides such 
teaching. However, die Examiner does not {sovide sufficient sa^ort for such teaching, merely referencing 
various sections within Barwi Sr. {See, Office Action dated June J4, 2006, p. 4)( referencing Baron Sr., "(See 
CoL 4, Lines 6-30; Col 6, Lines 43-58, Col. 9, Lines 1 1-26, Col, 10 Lines 33-44^). This vagueness maybe 
seen, for example, at Col.4 lines 6-30, which is merely a reference to the ''Brief Description of the Dmwings" 
sectioiL Thus the Examiner has &iled to meet his burden of showing where this elemetit is taught. Again, a 
/i/TTTut/zcr^ case of obviousness cannot stand. 

nL Neither Cited Reference Teaches or Suggests a Base Station Inclnding Means for Receiving the 
Weather y ai-aTw*;^ T Signals from the Monitoring Station f Claims 34-88> 

Applicant's claimed invexxtion set$ forth that the base station includes means for receiving the weather 
parameter signals representing the weather parameters fiom the monitoring station. (See, claims 34, 61, 75). 
As set forth above, the Examiner's asserted equivalent to Applicant's monitoring station is Baron's host 
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compfuter 16, weather data sources 18, and local sensor pack 57, The Examiner further states the local cable 
service provider (CSO) 1 4 of Baron is equivalent to Applicant's base station {Office Action dated June 14, 
2006, pp.3-4)). Thus, according to the Examiner's construct, CSO 14 would have to receive weather 
parameter signals representing the weather parameters from any of the congmtcr 16, weather data sources 18, 
and local sensor pack 57. In fact, as shown in FIG. 1 of Baron, tt^ weather signals are not so received, but 
instead received fiom local television broadcast station 12 via antenna 40, after the data from weather data 
sources 1 8 has been appropriately processed and conditioned for broadcast. Thus, this additional element is 
mfsfiifig and a prima facie case of obviousness cannot stand. 

IV. Neither Reference Teaches or Suggests Aopficant^s Production Switching Means and Means 
Cogpled with the Production Switching Means Elements^ and the Exanaincr Docs not Provide 
Sufficient Support for Snch Teflching/Snggestion (Claims 34-60) 

The Examiner admits that Baron teaches neither the prdduction switching means d^ent nor the 
means coupled with the ixroductiQn switching means elemmt of Applicant's claimed invention, but states, that 
Baron Sr. provides such teaching. However, again, the Examiner does not provide sufBcient siqpport for such 
teaching, merely referencing various sections ivithin Baron Sr. {See, Office Action dated June 14, 2006^ p. 4)( 
referencing Baron Sk, "(See Col. 4. Lines 6-30; Col 6, Lmes 43-58, Col. 9. Lines 1 1-26, Col, 10 Lmes 33- 
44)"), none of which teach or suggest these elements. Thus the Examiner has Sailed to meet his hutden of 
showing where these elements are taught and, agaix^ a prima facie case of obviousness cannot $tand, 

V, The JExaminer Has Failed to Show How tte Reference Teaches or Saggests a Nnioaber of 
T Jm^t^oifts Set forth hi the Peoendent Claims 

The Examiner has &iled to show how the reference teaches or su^ests a number of limitations set 
foith in tiie dep^ident claims, .^jphcant has set fbith cxanxples below. These are by way of ilhistratian and are 
not intended to be eschaustive. 

A. Claims 35 and 76 

Claims 35 axid 76 require that the television broadcast signals are live video signals includmg portions 
which can vary responsive to the weath^ parameters prevailii^ at the geographic locations. The Examiner 
merely refers to his rejection of claims 34, 36, 75, and 77 in rejectmg these claims. However, while Baron 
teaches that the television broadcast signab are Hve video signals^ thm is no teaching or suggestion that 
portions of these signals can vary response to the weather parameters. (E.g.^ in Applicant's invention the 
wind speed icon chas^es in response to the wind speed signal). 
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B. Claims 40 and 79-81 

The Examiner rejects claims 40 and 79 over Baron, Claim 40 requires that the icon signal generating 
means is simultaneously responsive to the wind direction signals to create a wind direction icon signal 
representing a wind direction icon, and to the wind speed signals to cre^ 

representing a wind Sfpeed icon. (Claim 79 contains a similar limitation). The Examiner refers to a section in 
Baron that discusses the local sensor pack 57, Althou^ not much information is given with respect to this 
device. Baron states the local meteorological data from the local setnsor pack 57 is combined with the serial 
data stream from the VBI receiver and extemal commands received over the PSTN 58 and then combined with 
image maps of geographical and topograpihical features to create weather images 52 (Baron, Col. 7, 24-30). 
This indicates that the only graphical images that are added are the geographical and topographical image 
maps. There is no other indication that wind direction icon signals or wind speed icon signal are created. Baron 
Sr. also does not teadi or suggest this feature. Claims SO and 81 d^end directly or indirectly from daim 79, 
and thus the same argument £4)pUes to these diaims* 

C. Claim 41^ 

The Examiner further rejects claim 41 for the same reason claims 34, 36, 75, and 77, While Baion 
inqpUcitly indicates that weather param^exs at a plurality of geographic locations are ccmtinuously monitored, 
neither Baron nor Baron Sr. teach oc suggest .^^licanf s claimed limitatic»i that they are contimionsly 
monitored so that changes in the weather paraioeters can be matdied with changes in the television broadcast 
signals. Claims 42^ depend directly or indirectly from claim 41, and thus the same arguments applies to 
these claims. 

Declaims 52-60 

Claim 52 depends fiom claim 47, the latter of which sets fixrth thai the monitoiing station includes a 
microcontroller coupled to receive the weather parameter signals from the sensing means. Ckim 52 sets forth 
that the microcontroIlQ' includes opmtor inter&ce means coi^Ied with the microcontroller. In rejecting daim 
52, the Exammer states that this feature is taug^ by Bamn with respect to monitor 28 in FIG. 2 iQffice Action 
dated June 14, 2006, p. 6). PIG 2 shows local television broadcast station 12 and monitor (screen display 
device) 28 is a monitor therein. As set forth above, Applicant's claimed microcontroller (and thus operating 
interface means) is within the monitoring station. If one acc^ts Examiner's construct that host computer 1 6, 
weather data sources 1 8, and local sensor pack 57 are equivalent to i^plicant's monitoring station, then the 
rejection of this claim cannot stands for monitor 28 is not within the 'monitodng station' (i.e., host computer 
1 6, weather data sources 1 8^ and local sensor pack 57) of Baron. Claims 53-60 depend directly or indirectly 
from claim 52, and thus the same argument applies to these claims. 
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In view of the foregoing and the arguments previously submitted during the pFosecution of this 
application. Applicant respectfully comes before the Panel and requests that the Panel members find that there 
is a clear deficiency in the Examiner's prima facie case, that the instant application is allowed on the existing 
claims 34-88, and that prosecution is therefore closed. 



Respectfully submitted, 
JEFFREY C. SCHROEDER 

Lise^Rpd^ 
Attorney for AppHcant 
Reg. No. 37^6 
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